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:-• Claims 1-21 ami are pending in the application. Claims 1, 7.1 and 24 we 

^ independent. a;iiTn.s 21 and 24 arc hereby amended. Claim 22 was p.ev5omly cancelled 

< . ; • withowt prq u(Ht:c lo, or disclaimer of, the subject matter recited thercui. 

^■J I In section 6 on pages 5 13, the Office Action rejects dai.ns 1-6, 10-20, 24 and 25 under 

35 ^f.R.O. 102(c) 83 being allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent Publication No. 2001/0085953 to 
C' ;. Davis. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

' y This rejection was previously traversed in il.ft Request for Reconsideration filed January 

; 10.2007. In the Advisory Action as faxed U) Applicant's rq)rc5cntativ© on February 12, 2007, i( 

t^pears to be aUeged tbil AppUiaiit's traversal argument requires an interprmtion of the. d»^^ 

; ■ : that incorporates limilalions into the claima from the specification. Applicant rcspectfiilly 

• : ' disagrees. Rather, Ihc iftfcrcncc previously mode to the specification by Applicant was made 

meiely for the piiTp..ses of giving an example of where support exist in ibe. specification tor 

subject rnaltei clearly recited in the claims. 
: J Spewficany, claim 1. from which claims 2^ and 10-2.0 d«paid,iecixc5. "a window size 

of, I window bits," "an offeet ofo offtet bits," and "prcC^ lengths based On said window size and 
i. i ' . oflBet." Based on the forgoing quotations of ihes subject matter recited in claim 1, AppUcant 

. ^ y . rcspectiijUy wbmits that it is very dearly recited in claim 1 that the prefwlengtte 

• C U ' and o. Applicant hopes that this siippI«mLiilal clarification to the arguments afready made on Jic 
< record in tr^ersing the rejc-clio.. assist the Examiner in understanding the argument. These 

previous argununits <u« incoiporated herein by reference. 
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Claim 24, from which daim 25 depends, redtc. that/'the prefix ^^^^^ 

'., and previously regarding clmm 1 apply My m claim 24. 

F«r at least the foregoing re..,us. U is rcspcctfdly requited a..t the 

1.6 J0.20. 24 and 25 as allegedly being anticipated by Davis be withdiawn, 

. i : ^ In section 8 on pagpsl2-B, the Office Acti<m rejects dHhHN 21 «md 23 

fer^ S • I02fb) as allegedly being anticipated by "'f onvarding Engine for Fast Routing Lookups And 
Updates" by Yu et al C>«einaftcr 'W). This rejection is ift^pcctMly travw^^^ 
1 . Claim 21, fen, which claim 23 depend., «cite. lUi, "said prefix lengths aie bas^J m, « 

and a number of offset bits." K is tespectfelly submitted that Yu does not disclose, leach or 
suggest the s.^«:t matter. H«the^ althougb D»vis is not applied in rejecting clain^ 21 or 23, 
[ \ AppUc^nt^spectMypemts out that Davis .offer, from the same 

i ' and previously* 

I For at least the ibregoing re.« it is ««pcctfelly requested fln.l .ejection of claims 21 

i^; • and 23 83 allegedly being aniioipated by Yu be withdrawn. 

L: • ■ in5ectioDlOoapaBe.U545thcOffioeAcUOnreject5daims7-9and26under35U.S.C. 

• . ■ 103(a) 03 allegedly being uoi^lmtablc over Davis in view of Yu. Thia icjeetton is respectftiUy 
traversed. 

' aain. 7-?> .n.1 20 arc allowable based at least on Aa.- dependence from claims 1 and H 

l':' [ respeclivdy,aswdla3fbrtheeeparatelypa.enrahlesul^jcctmatcrrceited 
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Further, Applicant incorpoiates by reference the traversal arguments pieviously made on 

the record in response to this rejection. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully requested that the rejection of claims 
7-9 and 26 as allegedly being unpatentable over Davis in view of Yu be withdrawn. 

CONCLUSION 

While we believe that the instant amendment places the application in condition for 
allowance, should the Examiner have any further comments or suggestions, it is respectfully 
requested that the Examiner telephone the undersigned attorney in order to expeditiously resolve 

any outstanding issues. 

In the event that the fees submitted prove to be insufiBdent in connection with the fUing 
of this paper, please charge our Deposit Account Number 50-0578 and please credit any excess 
fees to such Deposit Account. 



Date: Fehmarv 14. 2007 



Respectfiilly submitted, 
Kramer & Amado, P.C. 
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